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TO  THE  PEOPLE 

bF  THAT  PART  OF  THE  UNITED  KINGDOMS 

I 

CALtED 

ENGLAND . 


As  the  Cow-pox  Inoculation  has  now  been  pra£lifed 
For  more  than  feven  years,  and  as  the  nobility,  and 
mod  of  the  gentry,  in  this  and  all  foreign  parts,  vac- 
cinate their  children,  it  feems  a matter  of  wonder  that 
it  (hould  be  neceflary  to  fay  any  thing  in  its  favour. 
Still  there  are  people  who  for  want  of  better  informa- 
tion make  obje&ions,  and  as  thefe,  without  doubt, 
intend  the  belt  for  their  children,  I have  thought  it 
worth  while  to  take  fome  pains  in  examining  all  that 
has  been  faid  again#  it.  But,  firft,  it  feems  very  re- 
markable that  thefe  obje&ions  fhould  only  be  known 
in  England.  Though  vaccination  is  fpread  through 
France*,  Spain,  Italy,  Portugal,  Germany,  Pruffia, 

* The  last  report  from  Paris  says,  that  Cow-pox  has  been 
found  a security  against  Small-pox  as  certain  as  it  is  mild. 
That  more  than  a hundred  thousand  persons  have  been  vaccinated 
without  a single  fact  occurring  that  could  shake  the  Public 
confidence. — Chnptal's  Letter  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior. 
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Ruffia,  and  every  other  part  of  Europe ; through  the 
Eaft  Indie?,  and  moft  other  parts  of  Afia ; through 
Africa,  and  not  only  that  part  of  America  which  is 
inhabited  by  the  defcendants  of  Europeans,  but  among 
the  Indian  favages : Hill  we  hear  of  no  objections  to 
the  practice  but  in  England  ! England,  that  ought  to 
boatl  the  honour  of  the  invention  ! England  that  may 
proudly  fay  to  France,  ‘ If  you  think  us  not  a match 
for  you,  tingle- handed,  in  killing,  at  leaft  we  will  be 
your  fuperiors  in  the  art  of  faving  life  P 

Some  people  may  fancy,  that  becaufe  the  practice 
begun  among  us,  therefore  it  has  been  more  general, 
and  in  confequence  more  accidents  have  happened  ; 
but  this  is  far  from  the  cafe  ; for  the  praCtice  has  been 
univerfal  in  other  countries,  and  only  partial  in  this. 
In  the  Eaft  Indies,  the  Priefts,  who  lead  the  ignorant 
multitude,  ufed  to  inoculate  for  Small- pox  ; they  were 
therefore  fearful  of  lofing  their  confequence  by  the  in- 
troduction of  a better  plan.  However,  the  people 
finding  that  all  the  Englifti  children  fared  fo  well  under 
the  Cow-pox,  determined,  in  a matter  that  concerned 
them  fo  nearly,  to  judge  for  themfelves,  and  then  the 
Priefts,  or  Bramins  as  they  are  called  in  that  country, 
were  obliged  to  do  the  fame.  But  they  could  not  bear 
to  learn  any  thing  of  this  kind  from  another  nation 
They  therefore  pretended  to  find  fomelhing  about  the 
Cow-pox  in  their  own  books,  and  the  people  not 
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caving  much  about  the  matter,  as  long  as  they  poffirffed 
this  bleffing,  never  gave  themfelves  the  trouble  of  afking 
whence  it  came.  I he  Englifh  alfo  were  loo  prudent 
to  contradict  them,  though  they  well  knew  that  there 
was  no  Cow-pox  in  the  country  but  what  was  derived 
from  lome  fent  by  Dr.  Jenner,  by  way  of  Germany. 
Since  that  time  it  has  been  foread  through  all  the  Eaft 

Indies,  and  Small- pox  Inoculation  is  nearly  at  an 
end. 

In  America,  Small-pox  has  been  generally  a very 
fatal  difeafe.  It  is  well  known  that  bad  cafes  fome- 
times  occur  from  Inoculation  in  England.  In  America 
ihev  were  much  more  frequent,  fo  that  for  this  and 
lome  other  reafons  it  W3S  not  fo  generally  pra£tifed  as 
in  many  parts  of  the  world.  But  the  extraordinary 
fuccefs  of  Cow-pox  has  obviated  all  difficulties,  and  all 
the  objections  they  hear  of  from  this  country  only 
excite  their  aftonifliment  inflead  of  altering  their  prac- 
tice. France,  I am  concerned  to  fay,  only  make  ufe 
of  this  opportunity  to  laugh  at  us,  and  to  fay  how 
eafilv  we  arc  deceived  ; and  I fuppofe  the  Iriffi  will 
Jay,  “ How  ealy  it  is  to  cheat  the  Englifh,  who  are 
always  laughing  at  our  blunders,” — for  in  Ireland  they 
go  on  vaccinating,  though  they  read  and  hear  all  that 
is  written  and  fpoken  againft  it  in  this  country. 

How  comes  it,  then,  that  England,  who  fhould  be 
fo  proud  of  the  difeovery,  and  of  her  fon,  Jenner,  who 
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made  it,  is  the  only  nation  that  fpeaks  evil  of  tills 
blefling.  I know  there  are  people  who  impute  this  to 
jealoufy,  and  fay  that  as  an  Englifhinan  made  the  dif- 
covery,  Englifhmen  cannot  bear  to  fee  one  of  them- 
felves  raifed  fo  much  above  them.  But  for  my  part  I 
am  willing  to  think  better  of  my  countrymen.  How- 
ever, it  muff  be  confeffed  that  Englifhmen  are  but 
men  ; and  it  is  poffible  that  fome  people  of  this  de- 
fcription  may  have  written  books  which  may  have 
rendered  others  uneafy  ; for  as  it  is  commonly  faid, 
evil  reports  fly  very  faff,  and  very  few  have  leifure  to 
inquire  into  the  truth  of  them  ; and  when  we  recollect 
how  many  poor  creatures  were  formerly  burnt  for 
witchcraft,  we  cannot  wonder  if,  even  in  thefe  days, 
when  we  are  wifer  in  thofe  refpe&s,  fome  of  us  fliould 
ftill  be  fhy  of  what  is  at  prefent  new.  Befide  which, 
thofe  who  love  their  children  (and  the  Englifh  ought 
to  do  more  for  their  prefervation  than  other  nations, 
becaufe  they  inherit  more  bleflings;  are  of  courfc 
anxious  that  they  fliould  be  perfectly  fafe  from  fo  dan- 
gerous a difeafe,  and  they  have  been  long  enough 
acquainted  with  Small-pox  Inoculation  to  know  its 
fecurity. 

Thus  you  fee  I am  ready  to  make  large  allowances 
for  the  different  opinions  of  different  people,  and,  to 
give  a further  proof  of  this,  have  paid  great  attention 
to  all  the  objections  that  have  been  made  againft  Vac- 
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cination,  which  I {hall  endeavour  to  anfwer  in  a 
manner  1 hope  fatisfa&ory  to  all.  Eut  it  is  worth  re- 
marking, how  much  they  refemble  thofe  which  were 
made  againft  the  firft  introduction  of  Inoculation  for 
Small-pox  in  the  year  1721,  of  which  my  late  inge- 
nious and  candid  friend,  Dr.  Woodville,  has  given  the 
following  account : — 

“ The  moft  redoubted  champion  (lays  he  *)  who  at 
this  time  appealed  to  the  public  againft  inoculation, 
was  Dr.Wagftaffe,  a man  of  extenfive  profeflional  prac- 
tice ; and  as  a Fellow  of  the  College,  and  Phyfician  to 
St.  Bartholomew’s  Hofpital,  he  could  not  fail  to  influ- 
ence the  minds  ol  many  to  a confiderable  degree;  more 
efpecially  as  his  u Letter  JJjewing  the  danger  and  uncer- 
tainty of  inoculating  tbe$inall-poxf  was  addrefied  to  the 
learned  Dr.  Friend.  In  this  letter  Dr.  Wagltaffe  takes 
a very  comprehenfive  view  of  the  fubjeft;  and  as  he  con- 
cludes with  a recapitulation  of  his  objections  to  inocu- 
lation, I am  thereby  enabled  to  give  them  as  ftated  by 
himfelf. — “Now,  fir,  I have  recounted,  I believe,  moft 
of  the  inconveniencies  arifing  from  this  experiment;  I 
have  obferved  that  it  may  differ  from  itfelf  as  pra£lifed 
in  another  climate;  that  it  is  not  agreeable  to  reafon, 

* See  Doctor  V oodville’s  History  of  Inoculation. — 
It  is  but  justice  to  remark,  that  the  reading  of  Mr.  Mer- 
liman’s  valuable  Observations  on  Vaccine  Inoculation,  first 
Suggested  these  Extracts. 
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that  the  portions  of  the  favourers  of  Inoculation  arc 
falfe,  and  their  practices  as  precarious  ; that  fome  have 
had  the  diftemper  not  at  all,  others  to  a fmall  degree, 
others  the  word  fort,  and  that  fome  have  died  of  it. 
1 have  rriven  inflances  of  ihofe  who  have  had  it  after 
inoculation  in  the  common  way,  and  confequently  as 
it  is  hazardous,  fo  it  will  neither  anfwer  the  main  dc- 
fign  of  preventing  the  diftemper  for  the  future.  I have 
confidered  what  the  effects  may  be  of  inoculating  on 
an  ill  habit  of  body,  and  how  deftru&ive  it  may  prove 
to  fpread  a diftemper  that  is  contagious;  and  how 
widely  at  length  the  authors  in  this  fubjeet  difagrec 
among  themfelves,  and  how  little  thev  have  feen  of  the 
practice:  all  which  feem  to  be  juft  and  neceffary  con- 
fequences  of  thefe  new-fangled  notions,  as  well  as  con- 
vincing reafons  for  the  dilufe  of  the  pra6tice.” 

ii  One  of  t he  rumours  fpread  (continues  Dr.  Wood - 
ville)  with  a view  to  prejudice  the  public  against 
inoculation  was,  that  this  art  feldom  produced  the 
genuine  Small-pox,  and  therefore  would  not  fecure  the 
inoculated  from  the  effects  of  variolous  infection  in  the 
natural  way.  Mr.  Tanner,  at  that  time  furgeon  to  St. 
Thomas's  Hofpital,  declared  that  he  inoculated  a perfon 
who  had  undergone  the  cafual  Small-pox  feveral  years 
before,  and  the  effect  of  the  operation  was  a difeharge 
from  the  incifions  and  irregular  eruptions;  appearances 
which  the  inoculators,  in  the  experiments  at  Newgate, 
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bad  deemed  fufficient  to  prevent  the  patients  having 

the  Small  pox  in  future  V’ 

After  this  feveral  fuppofed  cafes  are  enumerated 
of  the  appearance  of  the  Small-pox  after  inoculation, 
fome  of  which  proved  to  have  been  Chicken-pox, 
others  uncertain  eruptions,  the  nature  of  which  can- 
not now  he  afcertained. 

Dr.  Woodville,  in  fummingup  the  refult  of  inocu- 
lation for  the  firft  three  years,  concludes  thus  : Hence 

we  find,  that  of  the  474  perfons  firft  inoculated  in  Eng- 
land, nine  died,  and  their  deaths  were  fufpected  to  have 
happened  in  confequence  of  inoculation.  Three  of 
thefe  unfortunate  cafes,  which  occurred  in  the  year 
1722,  I have  already  related  ; the  remaining  fix,  which 
happened  in  the  year  1723,  arc  now  to  be  noticed.” 
te  Mifs  Rolt,  aged  between  nine  and  ten  years,  and 
a boy  about  three  years  old,  were  inoculated  by  Ser- 
jeant Surgeon  Amyand,  in  London,  both  with  the  fame 
matter,  September  25th,  1723.  They  both  began  to 
ficken  on  the  eighth  day  from  inoculation  ; and  on 
the  tenth  the  Small-pox  appeared,  of  the  diftinct  kind, 
on  both.  The  boy  recovered : but  Mr.  Maitland  fays, 
“ Mifs  Rolt,  the  day  before  the  eruption,  complained 

# 

* This  case  shews  the  unfair  advantage  which  has  been  taken 
of  the  few  instances  in  which  similar  slight  eruptions  have 
appeared  in  such  as  have  been  inoculated  with  Small-pox  after 
vaccination. 
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of  great  pains  in  her  fhoulders,  elbows,  and  knees  ^ 
and  the  fever  continuing,  the  Small-pox  fluxed  upon 
her  the  third  day  from  the  eruption.  Sir  Hans  Sloane 
and  Dr.  Arbuthnot  attended  her.  She  went  through 
the  diftemper  with  eafe  j the  Small- pox  began  to  turn 
on  her  on  the  feventh  day ; but  were  not  dried  all 
over  till  the  fourteenth.  The  fever  that  arofe  then 
oceafioned  her  being  blooded,  and  fyon  after  feverai 
tumours  appeared  in  the  neighbourhood  of  feverai 
joints,  which  were  opened.  The  fever  continued, 
and  more  fuppurated  tumours  were  daily  appearing, 
which  were  difcharged  as  soon  as  poflible.  Some- 
times (lie  was  troubled  with  a diarrhoea,  whereby,  as 
well  as  by  the  fuppuration  of  twenty  or  thirty  boils 
that  were  opened,  fhe  was  fpent,  fo  that  flie  died  the 
27th  of  November  following  j that  is,  nine  weeks  after 
inoculation.” 

It  would  be  tedious  to  enumerate  the  other  cafes.  I 
have  chofen  this  as  enough  for  my  purpofe,  to  {hew 
that  the  apprehenfion  of  humours  (though  we  fhal! 
prefently  see  they  were  crroneoufly  aferibed  to  inocu- 
lation) was  built  on  a more  plaufible  foundation  than 
any  that  has  been  produced  in  fupport  of  the  fame 
objection  againft  vaccination. 

But  it  will  be  faid, — What  are  a few  boils,  and  even 
the  death  of  the  patient,  compared  with  all  the  horrid 
{lories  we  hear  againft  vaccination  ? Certainly  thefe 
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laft  are  very  terrible  things.  But  the  devil  being  the 
mod  terrible  thing  in  nature,  it  was  thought  by  the 
early  objectors  to  inoculation  fufiicient  to  bring  him 
forward,  and  after  his  agency  in  a bad  bufinefs  was 
well  eftablifhed,  it  was  unneceflary  to  fay  more. 

“ The  Rev.  Mr.  Mafley,  in  a fermon,  preached  at 
St.  Andrew’s,  Holborn *,  againft  the  dangerous  and 
finful  practice  of  inoculation,  treated  the  inoculators 
with  the  molt  unqualified  abufe,  calling  them  diabo- 
lical forcerers,  belli  in  venefici,  enemies  of  mankind, 
and  hoped  they  would  be  diftinguiflied  from  thofe  of 
the  faculty  who  deferve  honour,  and  not  be  permitted 
to  mingle  with  them,  as  the  devil  among  the  fons  of 
God.  He  confiders  inoculation  as  a very  ancient  art, 
and  firft  put  in  practice  upon  Job  by  the  “ devil,  who, 
by  feme  venemous  infufion  into  the  body  of  Job, 
-might  raife  his  blood  to  fuch  a ferment,  as  threw  out 
a confluence  of  inflammatory  puflules  all  over  him  from 
head  to  foot;  that  is,  his  diftemper  might  be  what  is 
now  incident  to  inofl:  men,  and  perhaps  conveyed  to 
him  by  fomc  fiich  way  as  that  of  inoculation.”  Thus 
we  are  to  underhand,  that  the  devil  was  the  firft  in- 

On  Sunday,  July  8th,  1722.  His  text  was:  “ So  went 
Satan  forth  from  the  presence  of  the  Lord,  and  smote  Job  with 
<ore  boils,  from  the  sole  of  his  foot  unto  his  crown.”  Chap.  xi. 
ver.  18. 
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oc  ul  a tor,  and  poor  Job  his  firfl  patient  *.  Hence  he 
terms  inoculation  il  a diabolical  operation,  and  an 
anti -providential  project,  that  infults  our  religion,  and 
banifhes  Providence  out  of  the  world.’ 

This  reverend  gentleman  was  difpofed  to  be  civil  to 
the  faculty  at  lead ; but  another  writer  thought  we 
ought  to  be  ranked  with  the  father  of  lies. 

“ He  declares  (fays  Dr.  Woodville)  this  new  prac- 
tice to  be  founded  in  atheifm,  quackery,  and  avarice, 
which,  to  ufe  the  author’s  words,  “ pulh  men  to  all 
the  hellifh  practices  imaginable:  men  murder  fathers, 
mothers,  relations,  and  innocent  children,  and  any 
that  (land  in  the  way  of  their  wicked  defires. ” lie 
adds,  “While  this  heliifh  principle  has  fo  much  hold 
upon  mankind,  it  is  highly  ncceflfary  that  there  fhould 
be  no  doors  left  open  for  the  pradliee,  at  leaft  none 
that  can  be  (hut ; that  there  fhould  be  no  room  for 
the  covering  of  fuch  horrid  things  from  the  reach 
of  the  law.  Phyiicians  have  already  too  much  lati- 
tude in  practice  to  make  havoc  of  mankind  for  the 
fatisfa&ion  of  their  judgment  in  phyfic,  and  iricrcafe 

* This  conceit  of  the  Rev.  Divine  gave  rise  to  the  following 
epigram,  published  in  t lie  Monthly  Miscellany  for  March  177-1. 

We’re  told,  by  one  of  the  black  robe. 

The  Devil  inoculated  Job; 

Suppose  ’tis  true  what  he  doth  tell, 

Pray,  neighbours,  did  not  Job  do  uett* 
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oF  their  experience;  but  every  quack  now  may  be  a 
hireling  to  the  devil,  and,  like  that  banditti  in  Italy,  be 
ready  to  do  the  drudgery  of  removing  heirs,  and  other 
obfiruCting  incumbents  of  many  kinds;  and  to  do 
this  under  the  mafkof  a cure,  inoculating  death  inftead 
of  a difeafe,  and  making  ufe  of  an  art  never  before 
praCtifed,  in  a manner  not  foreleen,  and  by  the  laws 
not  yet  fufficientty  guarded  againft.” 

It  cannot  be  doubted,  that  thefe  dreadful  threatenings 
must  have  had  confiderable  influence  on  the  minds  of 
parents.  Many  who  were  even  fenfible  that  fome  of 
the  objections  were  falfe,  were  Hill  apprehenfive  that 
fuch  ftrong  language  could  not  be  ufed  without  fome 
real  caufe  ; accordingly  we  find  that  in  the  year  I724, 
the  third  after  the  introduction  of  the  practice,  only 
forty  perfons  were  inoculated.  It  will  be  prefumed 
that  many  anfwers  appeared  to  all  thefe  objections;  but 
still  the  apprehenfions  of  the  timid,  who  are  fomctimes 
among  the  beftintentioned  part  of  fociety,  had  their  cffcCt. 
Few  people  fee  enough  of  the  world  to  enable  them 
to  judge  impartially  of  contradictory  evidence;  and 
whilft  the  mind  is  thus  kept  in  fufpenfc,  it  liftens 
eagerly  to  every  fuggeftion  which  ftrengthens  its 
doubts,  and  ferves  as  an  excufe  for  its  want  of  decifion. 
There  is,  however,  a clafs  of  mankind,  whofe  hourly 
intercourfc  with  the  world  enables  them  to  form  the 
molt  correCt  judgment  of  characters,  aud  whofe  ele- 
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vated  rank  furnifhcs  them  with  all  the  information 
' they  will)  for. 

“ When  Sir  Hans  Sloane,  at  that  time  the  firft 
phyfician  in  Europe,  was  confulted  by  George  the 
Firft,  relative  to  the  inoculation  of  the  two  princeftes 
his  grand-children,  he  told  his  Majefty — it  was  im- 
poftible  to  be  certain  but  that  on  railing  fuch  a com- 
motion in  the  blood,  there  might  happen  dangerous 
accidents  not  forefeen.  To  this  the  king  replied  — 
that  fuch  might  and  had  happened  to  perfons,  who 
had  loft  their  lives  by  bleeding  in  a pleurify,  and  taking 
phvfic  in  any  diftemper,  let  ever  fo  much  care  be 
taken.  In  this  opinion  Sir  Hans  coincided  with  his 
Majefty,  and  the  two  princeftes  were  inoculated.” 

This  conduct,  fo  worthy  of  one  celebrated  for  the 
goodnefs  of  his  difpofition,  and  the  foundnefs  of  his 
judgment,  one  Ihould  have  expedited  would  have  had  a 
proper  effect : but  neither  example  nor  argument  had 
any  influence  onDr. Wagftaffe ; whofe  remarkon  the  oc- 
cafion  was,  “ Pofterity  will  fcarcely  be  brought  to  be- 
lieve, that  an  experiment,  pradtifed  only  by  a few  igno- 
rant women,  Ihould  fo  far  obtain  in  one  of  the  politeft 
nations  in  the  world,  as  to  be  received  into  the  royal  pa- 
lace.” However  theDodtor  had  foon  afterwards  the  mor- 
tification to  find  it  introduced  a fecond  time  into  the 
royal  family  ; for  their  Royal  Highnefles  Prince  Frede- 
rick and  Prince WTlliam  were  both  inoculated  this  fame 
year. 
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Vet  with  all  this  encouragement  the  progfels  of 
inoculation  was  in  thofe  days  incredibly  (low,  com- 
pared with  vaccination  in  our  own.  The  numbers 
vaccinated  and  inoculated  at  the  Small-pox  Hofpita! 
alone,  within  thefe  laft  eight  months , exceeds  the  whole 
that  were  inoculated  during  fourteen  years  after  the 
firft  introduction  of  that  practice.  There  was  indeed 
one  objection  againft  Small-pox  Inoculation,  which 
was  too  well  founded.  The  firft  proje£tors  flattered 
themfelves  that  the  difeafe  given  in  this  way  would 
not  prove  infectious  to  others,  excepting  by  inocu- 
lation. In  this  they  foon  found  themfelves  miftaken. 
But  this  cannot  be  urged  againft  vaccination,  which 
it  is  now  our  bufinefs  to  eonfider : and  the  only  ob- 
jections that  I have  heard  againft  which  are, 

Firft,  That  it  is  no  fecurity  at  all  againft  the  Small- 
pox. Secondly,  That  it  is  only  a fecurity  for  a time. 
And,  thirdly,  That  it  introduces  humours  into  the  con- 
ftitution. 

The  firft  objection  has  now  almoft  died  away  ; the 
evidence  to  the  contrary  is  fo  ftrong,  that  no  reafonable 
people  will  any  longer  attempt  to  maintain  it. 

That  it  is  only  a fecurity  for  a time,  has  been  urged 
by  a very  well-intentioned  author.  But  the  bed  of 
people  are  liable  to  errors,  and  very  few  are  ready  to 
acknowledge  them.  However,  the  molt  refpectabie 
among  thofe  who  maintain  this  opinion,  is  now  led  to 
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believe,  that  if  a perfon  is  vaccinated  in  the  hand  he 
may  be  lecure  from  the  Small-pox  for  life ; but  if  in 
the  arm,  only  for  a time.  Let  not  the  reader  fuppofe 
I mean  to  laugh  at  this  diftinetion.  The  beft  and  the 
ablctl  men  now  and  then  fall  into  what  appears  an 
abfurdity,  but  they  always  get  out;  not  by  the  argu- 
ments of  other  people,  for  they  know  them  beforehand, 
but  by  being  left  to  themfelves  they  inquire  after 
truth  ; whereas,  when  improperly  oppofed,  they  are 
too  apt  to  think  that  their  only  bufmefs  is  to  defend 
themfelves  at  all  events.  Something  of  this  kind  mud, 
I think,  have  fuggefted  this  notion  to  the  worthy  gen- 
tleman who  holds  this  opinion.  However,  it  is  not  a 
queftion  worth  quarrelling  about,  for  the  true  friend  of 
vaccination  will  be  no  more  angry  with  another  for 
vaccinating  the  hand,  than  for  ufmg  his  left  hand  in- 
ftead  of  his  right. 

However,  if  we  were  to  admit  that  fome  inftances 
have  occurred  of  Small-pox  after  Cow-pox,  I fliall 
fhow  that  this  is  really  no  objection  againft  the  prac- 
tice. There  are  three  ways  in  which  this  may  happen  : 

Firft,  By  an  imperfect  vaccination. 

Secondly,  By  the  conftitution  being  under  file  in- 
fluence of  fome  other  difeafe  at  the  time  of  vacci- 
nation *. 

* These  instances  are  well  known  to  medical  people.  See 
Medical  Journal,  vol,  xiii  p.  ‘J7v 
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And,  Iaftly,  By  the  perfon  being  liable  to  the  Small- 
pox twice. 

This  Lift  teems  very  ft  range  to  thofe  who  fuppose 
that  there  are  rules  which  admit  of  no  exceptions. 
But  it  is  well  known  that  fome  people  never  take  the 
Small-pox  at  all ; and  it  is  equally  certain  that  fome 
few,  happily  very  few,  have  it  twice.  I know  fome 
fay,  this  was  never  thought  of  till  the  Onv-pox  made 
its  appearance;  but  the  following  quotation  is  from  a 
book  publiflied  before  vaccination  was  practiced. 

e(  ft  is  a law  with  moll  morbid  poifons,  that  a con- 
ilitution  that  lias  once  gone  through  the  a6tion  excited 
by  them  is  no  longer  fufceptible  of  it.  This  is  the 
case,  with  very  few  exceptions , in  the  Small-pox.  I fay 
with  very  few  exceptions , becaufe  fome  cafes  to  the 
contrary  have  been  fo.  well  authenticated,  that  lam 
not  lceptical  enough  to  doubt  that  the  fufeeptibility 
may  be  fo  ftrong  in  fome  particular  conllitutions  as  to 
admit  of  the  difeafe  a j'econd  time  after  a certain  period  .” 
— See  Obfervations  on  Morbid  Poifons,  publilhed  by 
Johnfou,  8 vo.  1 7 95 . 

Thus  you  fee,  as  Small-pox  is  expe&ed  fometimes  to 
occur  twice,  there  is  no  wonder  if  it  has  alfo  appeared 
after  Cow-pox.  But  moll  of  thefe  cafes  have  been 

found  on  inquiry  not  to  be  the  genuine  difeafe.  This 

» 

has  made  fome  people  fay,  “ If  it  is  fo  difficult  to 
know  the  genuine  Cow-pox,  is  it  not  better  to  ufe  the 
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Small-pox,  which  is  better  underflood ?”  But  the 
truth  is,  the  Cow-pox  is  much  more  eafily  underltoocf 
than  the  Small-pox,  becaufe  being  a milder  difeafe  it 
is  much  more  regular  in  its  appearance ; whereas  the 
Small-pox,  from  its  violence,  affumes  fo  many  fhapesy 
that,  unlefs  by  the  period  of  the  fever,  we  cannot  always 
afeertain  from  the  arm,  whether  the  patient  is  fafe  or 
not;  and  even  the  ablest  pra6titioners  have  been 
obliged  to  acknowledge  their  doubts  and  miflakes. 

But  it  is  bed  to  give  a few  inflances.  Baron  Dimf- 
dale,  who  had  the  honour  to  inoculate  the  late  Em p refs 
of  Raffia,  and  was  ennobled  by  her,  mentions  whole 
diflridts  which  were  inoculated  with  Chicken-pox,  in- 
ffead  of  Small-pox  ; and  the  error  was  never  difeovered 
till  the  Small-pox  occurred,  and  all  the  inoculated 
were  found  to  take  the  difeafe.  In  Denmark,  the  firft 
inoculation  of  fuppofed  Small-pox  was  Chicken-poxy 
and  the  fame  confequences  happened.  The  following 
cafe  (hews  that  a very  fkilful  pra&itioner  may  be  mif- 
taken  in  the  Small-pox  ; and  what  is  more,  that  he 
may  be  honeft  enough  to  own  it.  The  cafe  was  pub- 
- lifhed  by  the  London  College  of  Phyficians,  as  long 
ago  as  the  year  1785. 

“ Laft  fpring  I inoculated  two  children  in  one  family. 
On  the  third  day  there  was  a flight  inflammation 
around  the  places  of  incifion.  On  the  fifth,  it  was 
confiderably  increafed;  and  the  places  felt  hard,  upon 
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being  prefled  By  the  finger.  I faw  them  again  on  the 
feventh  or  eighth  day;  and  then  the  inflammation 
was  much  increafed,  extending  nearly  to  the  breadth 
of  half  a crown.  Upon  my  applying  a gentle  preflure 
to  the  inoculated  places,  matter  iflued  out  of  them  j 
-with  which,  as  it  iflfued  from  the  arms  of  both  pati- 
ents, I perfectly  faturated  a cotton  thread.  With  this 
thread  I inoculated  nineteen  perfons,  by  firft  making  a 
flight  incifion  in  their  arms  with  a clean  lancet,  and 
then  applying  a fmall  piece  of  the  cotton  thread,  and 
a plafter  to  retain  it  upon  the  place,  as  is  ufual. 
Every  one  of  thefe  had  a fever,  and  eruption  of  puftules, 
at  a proper  time.  But  the  children  from  whom  the 
matter  was  taken  'did  not  ficken  as  was  expeCted  : and, 
on  the  eleventh  day,  the  inflammation  upon  their  arms 
was  confiderably  abated  ; and,  two  or  three  days  after 
this,  there  remained  nothing  but  a dry  fcab.  Agree- 
ably to  the  general  opinion  of  the  Faculty,  I told  the 
parents,  that  their  children  were  fecure  from  future  in- 
fection of  the  Small- pox.  They,  however,  infifled 

upon  their  being  inoculated  again  ; which  was  accord- 
ingly done,  in  the  arm  of  each.  Contrary  to  my 
expectations,  their  arms  began  again  to  be  inflamed, 
and  went  on  in  the  fame  manner  as  they  had  done 
before,  till  about  the  ninth  or  tenth  day ; when  they 

flckened,  had  a fmart  .fever  for  three  da  vs,  and  then  an 
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eruption  of  a confidcrable  number  of  variolous  puf- 
tules. 

u rh is  I aver  to  be  true;  how  ill  foever  it  may 
agree  with  any  pre-conceived  theory  concerning  infec- 
tion ; and  the  ignorance  of  what  is  obvioufly  deduci- 
ble  fr6m  this  fa61,  has,  fometimes,  brought  a difere- 
dit  upon  Inoculation.  For  I know  that  there  have, 
been  fome  inftances,  where  the  inoculator,  from  the 
appearance  upon  the  arm  only,  has  pronounced  his 
patients  fafe  from  any  future  attack  of  the  Small-pox; 
and  yet,  fome  years  afterwards,  they  have  taken  that 
difeafe  in  the  natural  way. 

“ Sedbergh,  lQtb  December,  1772. 

<c  P.  S.  At  a proper  time,  I make  no  doubt  but  that 

thefe  two  children  might  have  been  inoculated  from 

th emf elves  ” 

It  appears  probable  that  these  children  did  not  fuffi- 
ciently  take  the  Small-pox  the  first  time  ; and  if  fuch  a 
gentleman  as  this  was  miftaken  in  a difeafe  which  he 
mu  ft  have  known  all  his  life  time,  no  wonder  if  in  the 
beginning  of  Vaccination  fome  errors  fliould  have  been 
committed.  None  of  the  cafes,  however,  vaccinated 
by  Dr.  Jenner  have  failed,  numerous  as  they  certainly 
must  be  ; and  this  is  the  lefs  remarkable,  becaufe  from 
his  longer  acquaintance  with  the  fubje£t  he  was  not 
likely  to  miftake  the  appearance.  Another  remark  I 
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would  make  from  this  cafe  is,  that  it  is  very  plain  that 
those  few  cafes  in  which  a puftule  was  raifed  by  inocu- 
lation of  Small-pox  after  Cow-pox,  were  of  the  same 
nature  as  the  first  that  appeared  in  thefe  children,  and 
is  fuch  as  may  happen  at  any  time  to  a perfon  who 
has  gone  through  the  Small-pox  or  Cow-pox. 

The  hiftories  of  perfons  who  have  had  Small- pox 
after  inoculation  for  that  difeafe,  are.fo  numerous,  that 
I doubt  not  mod  of  them  reft  upon  much  the  fame 
authority  as  thofe  which  are  reported  after  Vaccina- 
tion. However,  among  the  number  fome  are  well 
founded  in  both  ; and  probably  about  the  fame  pro- 
portion. The  following  case  was  recorded  when  the 
friends  of  inoculation  were  particularly  zealous  in  en- 
quiring into  the  force  of  every  objection,  and  its  evi- 
dence is  supported  by  the  most  respectable  authority. 

Dr.  Dee  ring’s  (<  Account  of  the  improved  method  of 
reciting  the  Small-pox , published  in  1737,”  contains  a 
ftriking  fadl,  which  has  never  been  contradicted.  He 
says,  “ I have  with  pleasure  read  the  feveral  accounts 
of  the  progrefs  and  happy  fuccefs  of  inoculation  : but 
when  I heard  of  fome  w ho  had  been  inoculated  in  vain, 
no  eruption  enfuing  ; when  I was  an  eye-witnefs  of  the 
inoculation  of  a little  boy  *,  who  notwithstanding  the 

* This  boy  was  the  son  of  Dr.  Croft,  and  inoculated  by  Dr. 
Steigertlial,  physician  in  ordinary  to  King  George  the  First.— 
»W  Woodville. 
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great  care  there  was  taken  in  the  choice  of  the  pusy  had 

the  confuent  kind  feverely , and  twelve  months  after  had 

them  naturally , and  the  favourable  fort , yet  was  very 

full ) when  I met  w'ith  many,  and  among  them  three 

in  one  family?  miferably  Teamed  and  pitted ; when  it 

was  known  in  feveral  parts  of  London  that  fome  of  the 

inoculated  perfons  had  loft  their  lives  ; I could  not  help 

fearing  thefe  things  might  do  that  method  harm,  as 

they  contradicted  the  fanguine  promifes  of  fome  of  the 

favourers  of  that  operation/’ 

• » 

But,  perhaps,  it  will  be  faid,  if  the  Small-pox  hap- 
pens after  inoculation  for  the  Small- pox,  and  after  the 
Cow-pox  alfo,  will  it  not  be  better  to  take  the  difeafe 
in  the  natural  way,  and  make  ourfelves  fure  ? — If  there 
w as  any  greater  fecurity  in  the  natural  way  there  might 
be  fome  reafon  in  this  argument,  but  it  w ill  be  found 
upon  inquiry,  that  this  is  not  the  cafe,  for  fome  fami- 
lies are  fo  very  liable  to  Small- pox,  that  the  greater 
part  will  have  it  feverely,  and  fome  twice  over  ; whilfl: 
other  families  are  fo  little  fufccptible,  that  moft  of  them 
will  have  it  flightly,  and  fome  w'ill  not  take  it  at  all, 
either  by  inoculation  or  expofure.  The  following  cafe 
ofSmail-pox  in  the  natural  way  twrice,  fiands  on  fuch 
good  authority,  that  I fh all  think  it  enough  to  tran- 
feribe  it  without  troubling  the  reader  with  any  others. 
It  is  cxtra£ted  from  the  Memoirs  of  the  London 
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Medical  Society,  and  has  been  inferted  in  the  Pari  fh 
regifter. 

. . _ i 


HISTORY  OF  A SECOND  SMALL- POX  } 

\ 

By  Edward  Withers,  Surgeon , Newbury,  Berkshire, 

and  C.  M.  S. 

((  Mr.  Richard  Langford,  a Farmer  of  West  Shef- 
ford,  in  this  county,  about  fifty  years  of  age,  when 
about  a month  old  had  the  Small-pox,  at  a time  when 
three  others  of  the  family  underwent  the  same  difeafe, 
one  of  whom,  a fervant  man,  died  with  it.  Mr.  Lang- 
ford’s face  being  remarkably  pitted  and  foamed,  fo  as 
to  attract  the  notice  'of  all  who  faw  him,  no  one  could 
entertain  a doubt  about  his  having  had  that  difeafe  in 
the  mod  inveterate  manner ; • moreover,  it  was  ufual 
for  him  alfo,  whenever  the  Small-pox  happened  among 
the  poor  of  his  parish,  to  attend  and  affift  in  accommo- 
dating them  with  all  necessaries. 

On  the  8th  of  May,  1 7^5,  I was  defired  to  vifit 
this  perfon.  I faw  him  again  early  on  the  morning  of 
the  10th,  when  his  fever  was  fomewhat  abated.  The 
fucceeding  day  I found  him  ftill  better,  but  complain- 
ing of  arafh,  which  .he  family  then  informed  me  they 
had  perceived  very  early  the  morning  before,  but 
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which  they  forgot  to  mention  to  me,  and  which  had 
efcaped  viy  notice,  his  chamber  being  a very  dark 
one, 

6i  On  examining  this  eruption,  its  appearance  fo 
much  refcmbied  the  Small-pox,  that  I toid  the  family 
I fhould  not  have  hefitaled  in  pronouncing  it  to  be  fp, 


rious.  The  next  day  the  eruption  was  univerfal ; his 
throat  alfo,  which  lip  had  complained  of  the  day  be- 
fore, was  now  become  more  troublefome,  and  indeed, 
every  other  appearance  fo  much  favoured  the  idea  of 
the  difeafe  being  variolous,  as  to  induce  me  to  give  the 
jnoft  decided  opinion  of  its  being  fo,  and  to  defire  that 
there  might  be  no  communication  or  intcrcourfe  with 
any  of  his  friends  who  had  not  had  that  difeafe.  This 
opinion  ufas  ridiculed,  and  consequently  but  little  atten- 
tion paid  to  the  precaution.  In  the  progrefs  of  this 
cafe,  the  advancement  of  the  puftules,  the  fwclling  of 
the  face  and  head,  and  that  fmell  peculiar  to  the  dif- 
eafe, as  well  as  every  other  circumfiance,  dill  more  and 
more  confirmed  me  in  the  opinion  1 had  given. 

“ Reflt&ing  on  the  Angularity  of  the  cafe,  I defired, 
on  the  eighth  day  from  the  invafion,  that  a phyfician 
might  vifit  him ; accordingly  Dr.  Collet,  then  a refi- 
dent  in  this  place,  was  defired  to  fee  him.  Confider- 
ipg  how  necefl'arv  it  was  that  the  nature  of  this  cafe 


23 


fiiould  he  inveftigated  in  the  fullest  manner,  I requeued 
Dr.  Hulbert,  a phyfieian  of  eminence  here,  would 
attend  with  Dr.  Collet,  on  my  own  account.  This 
meafure  appeared  to  me  the  more  neceflary,  as  the 
wnole  neighbourhood  held  my  opinion  in  contempt ; 
even  Dr.Hulber/,  to  whom  the  patient  was  well  known, 
laughed  at  my  idea  of  its  being  the  Small-pox.  How- 
ever both  those  gentlemen,  on  vifiting  the  patient, 
pronounced  it  to  be  so.  As  the  patient  himfelf  never 
could  be  reconciled  to  the  opinion  of  his  cafe  being 
Small-pox,  he  was  difinclined  to  ptirfue  the  means  re- 
commended. LTnder  thefe  difad  vantages,  he  had  but 
an  indifferent  chance  of  recovery  from  a bad  confluent 
diflemperj  he  died  on  the  twenty-first  day  from  the 
feizure. 

{C  Four  of  the  family,  as  alfo  a After  of  the  patient,  to 
whom  the  difeafe  was  conveyed  by  herfon’s  vifiting  his 
uncle,  falling  down  with  the  Small-pox,  fully  fatisfied 
the  country  with  regard  to  the  nature  of  the  difeafe, 
which  nothing  fhortof  this  would  have  done  : the  After 
died. 

u This  cafe  was  thought  fo  extraordinary  a one  as  to 
induce  the  Rector  of  the  parifli  to  record  the  particulars 
of  it  in  the  parifli  regifter. 

“ EDWARD  WITHERS. 

Newbury , March  20,  1 791 
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Though  we  are  apt  to  be  furprifed  at  thefe  events, 
yet  in  reality  they  are  not  more  remarkable  than  a whit^. 
negro,  or  a cow  with  two  heads,  which  every  body 
has  feen  or  heard  of.  But  a man  with  the  Small -pox 
a second  lime  is  not  shown  at  Bartholomew  Fair, 
therefore  few  people  know  any  thing  about  the  mat- 
ter. 

Let  us  now  attend  to  the  laft  charge,  that  Cow-pox 
inoculates  humours.  By  this  I suppofe  is  meant,  that 
children  are  fubject  to  breakings-out  after  it.  Chil- 
dren are  certainly  fubject  to  breakings-out,  whether 
vaccinated  or  not.  'J  he  fame  objection  we  have  feen 
ftarted  againft  inoculation  for  Small  pox,  and  with 

more  reason;  because  when  the  inoculated  Small-pox 

% 

is  violent,  which  is  now  and  then  the  ease,  it  may  do 
the  fame  mifchief  as  the  natural  Small-pox,  which  i$ 
often  fallowed  with  very  terrible  difeafes.  This,  there- 
fore, is  not  the  fault  of  inoculation,  but  of  the  difeafe: 
as  a proof  of  this  take  the  following  hi  Rory,  relaud  by 
Mr.  Baker,  and  publifhed  by  the  Medical  Society  of 
London. 

“ The  following  difmal  cafe  is  the  third  of  difeafed 

» 

joints  after  the  natural  Sm  'll  fox  which  has  come 
within  my  knowledge;  and  which  I beg  the  Society’s 
permilliou  to  lay  before  them. 

“ l’dward  Hughes,  born  in  the  workhoufe  of  St. 
Bride,  a healthy  fine  child  till  the  age  of  rather  more- 
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than  five  months,  when  he  was  feized  with  the  natural 
Small-pox.  i he  puftules  were  few,  large,  and  full  of 
matter,  and  were  every  where  perfectly  dried  off  by  the 
ninth  day,  about  which  ti4ie  the  left  elbow  became  in- 
flamed very  much  ; and  after  a few  days  a large  fuppu- 
ration  took  place  in  the  cavity  of  the  joint,  which 
ftt-med,  from  the  quantity  of  matter,  to  have  perfectly 
feparated  the  natural  attachment  between  the  bones: 
hardly  had  this  gone  its  length,  hut  a fimilar  one  took 
place  in  the  oth.r  elbow,  not  lefs  violent  than  the  first 
— In  thi<=  ftafe  the  child  was  brought  to  me,  October  2d. 
Poultices  of  bread  and  milk  had  been  applied  by  the  di- 
rection of  the  gentlemen  of  St.  Bartholomew’s  hofpital, 
where  it  had  been  taken  for  advice.  It  had  then  conlider- 
able  fymptomatic  fever;  faline,  and  gently  opening 
medicines  were  now  given, and  the  poultices  continued. 

“ About  the  10th  of  October  the  tumor  on  the  left 
elbow  broke,  and  difcharged  a great  quantity  of  finooth 
well-digefted  pus  ; and  left  the  bones  fo  completely 
feparated,  that  the  fore-arm  might  have  been  twilled 
round;  and  feemed  almoft  in  danger  of  being  torn  off 
by  accident,  from  the  total  lofs  of  fubfiance,  except 
difeafed  fkin,  and  cellular  membrane,  which  were 
very  lool'e  and  flaccid,  from  the  previous  tumefaction. 
Scarce  had  the  mifehief  began  in  the  right  elbow,  be- 
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fore  fimilar  inflammation  appeared  in  both  knees,  and 
in  each  wrift.  The  fuffer’ngs  of  the  poor  little  object 
are  not  to  be  defcribed  : it  gradually  languiflied  in  this 
miferable  hate  till  O&ober  17th,  when  it  died,  aged 
about  feven  months.” 

Here  you  fee  the  dreadful  efle&s  of  three  cafes  of 
natural  Small-pox,  fo  that  in  this  cafe,  Inoculation 
could  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  difeafe  that  followed. 
But  what  have  we  heard  of  Cow-pox  r Doubtlefs  that 
fome  children  have  had  breakings-out  after  it,  and  that 
others  have  been  cured  of  their  breakings-out  by  it*. 
But  where  do  thefe  breakings  out  come  from?  Is  it 
from  the  cow,  or  from  the  perfon  from  whom  the  mat- 
ter is  taken  ? If  from  the  perfon,  we  are  not  likely  to 
fare  better  from  Small-pox  inoculation.  Is  it  then 
from  the  cow  ? Let  us  for  a moment  recollect  who 
are  the  people  that  are  mod  fubje£t  to  Cow-pox,  in 
whom  the  difeovery  was  firft  made,  and  who  receive 
it,  though  with  lefs  violence,  fometimes  two  or  three 
times  in  their  life.  Thefe  are  the  healthy,  plump, 
Englifh  dairy  maids  ! celebrated  through  the  world 
for  their  rofy  cheeks,  their  fleek  arms,  and  flout  con- 
flitutions.  This  I think  mull  be  enough  to  do  away 
all  this  ftrange  nonfenfe  about  the  danger  of  inoculating 
humours  from  an  animal  whofe  milk  makes  the  prin- 

* S#c  Medical  Journal,  vol.  xii.  p.  C7. 
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pipal  part  of  our  childrens’  food,  whofe  flcfli  is  the 
fource  of  Old  Englifh  courage,  and  whofe  breath  is 
notonlv  fragrant,  but  falubrious. 

I have  now  (aid  enough,  I hope,  to  {how  how  un- 
founded thefe  prejudices  are.  But  I cannot  conclude 
without  a few  other  remarks.  It  has  been  faid  by 
fotne  of  the  beft  of  people,  that  it  is  every  one’s  duty 
to  inoculate  for  the  Smali-pox,  becaufe  by  it  the  child 
is  laved  from  a feverer  difeafe.  This  was  very  proper 
before  a better  method  was  known.  But  now  it  be- 
comes every  one’s  duty,  not  only  to  think  of  their  own, 
but  every  other  perfon’s  children  : To  do  us  they  would 
he  done  by.  Now,  it  is  well  known,  that  whoever  is 
vaccinated,  not  only  is  equally  fafe  from  the  Small- 
pox, much  fafer  from  humours  than  if  inoculated  with 
Small-pox,  but  alfo  that  he  cannot  convey  the  difeafe 
to  another.  Whereas  by  inoculation  for  Small-pox, 
a whole  town  may  be  infe&ed,  and  numbers  carried 
off  before  they  are  au'are  of  the  caufe.  For  your  own 
fakes,  therefore,  for  the  fake  of  others,  and  keeping 
in  view  a Chriftian  command,  I truft  you  will  perfuade 
every  one  to  relinquifh  a practice  which  has  nothing  to 
plead  in  its  favour,  and  adopt  another  against  which 
pothing  can  be  s^id. 
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APPENDIX. 


In  the  courfe  of  the  work  it  has  been  mentioned,  that 
cafes  of  Small-pox,  after  Inoculation  for  that  difeafe, 
have  occurred,  and  been  remarked  before  the  Cow- 
pox  was  known.  The  following  are  inferted  merely 
becaufe  the  events  being  recent,  or  the  parties 
well  known,  any  one  may  fatisfy  himfelf  of  the  par- 
ticulars. 


No.  I. 

[Copy  of  a Letter  from  the  Earl  of  Weftmeath.] 
Sir, 

Underftanding  that  a report  has  been  in- 
*duftrioufly  circulated,  which,  if  believed,  would  tend 
much  to  weaken  that  confidence  which  is  at  prefent 
fo  generally  and  fo  juftly  entertained  by  the  public,  in 
your  fyftcm  of  Inoculation  for  the  Cow-pox  ; narnelv, 
that  my  youngeft  fon  had  taken  the  natural  Small-pox 
after  having  been  vaccinated;  I think  it  but  juftice  to 


I 


id 

you  to  contradict  the  report,  and  to  date  for  your  fa- 

tisfaCtion  the  real  circumftances  of  the  cafe,  which  are 

as  follow  : 

'• 

\ 

W hen  he  was  about  two  months  old,  he  was  Inocu- 
lated for  the  Small-pox  in  the  Suttonian  method,  by  a 
phyficiaii  in  Ireland,  who  has  been  very  generally  fuc- 
cefsful  in  Inoculation,  and  pronounced  by  him  to  he 
entirely  free  from  the  rifk  of  infection  ; notwithftand* 
ing  which  he  caught  the  infection  about  a fortnight 
fince,  and  is  now  recovering  from  the  natural  Small - 
pox . 

I beg  to  inform  you  at  the  fame  time,  that  my 
youtigeft  daughter,  who  was  vaccinated  by  you  about 
four  years  fince,  has  not  only  been  frequently  expofed 
to  the  danger  of  infection,  but  was  actually  inoculated 
for  the  Small-pox  without  taking  it.  I have  confidered 
it  incumbent  upon  me  to  bear  this 'teftimony  to  the 
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efficacy  of  the  Vaccine  fyftetn,  as  I confkler  the  report 
relative  to  my  fon,  that  originated  in  mifreprefentation> 
to  have  been  circulated  for  purpofes  obvioufly  preju- 
dicial to  that  mod  ufeful  and  fortunate  difeovery. 

I am,  Sir, 

Your  obedient  humble  fervant, 
(Copy)  Westmsath. 


To  Dr.  Jeuncr. 
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No.  It. 

Miss  Price,  niece  of  Mr.  Whitebrook,  Wine* 
Cooper,  in  Greek- ftreet,  Soho,  was  inoculated  when 
an  infant  for  the  Small-  pox,  by  the  late  Dr.  Barwis, 
bf  Devizes,  in  Wiltfhirc,  at  the  time  of  a general  va- 
riolous inoculation  in  that  town.  She  had  the  difeafe 
fatisfactorily,  fome  marks  of  which  are  dill  vifible  on 
her  face.  About  five  weeks  ago  (lie  fickened,  and  had 
a pretty  full  eruption  of  the  natural  Small-pox  of  the 
diftinct  kind,  and  is  now  juft  recovered  from  it ; her 
mother  attended  her,  and  from  the  recollection  of  her 
daughter’s  having  had  the  Small-pox  by  Inoculation, 
could  not  be  convinced  that  the  laft  eruption  was 
Small-pox,  till  its  complete  character  placed  the  mat- 
ter beyond  difpute.  Upon  inquiry  it  appeared  (lie 
had  the  Chicken-pox  when  a child,  which  re- 
moves the  pofiibility  of  her  having  been  inocu- 
lated through  miftake,  in  the  firft  inftance,  for  that 
complaint. 

No.  nr. 

Cafe  of  Mrs. -Sydney  Probeut,  principal  Nurfe 
at  the  Fever-houfe,  in  Gray’s-Inn- Lane: 

Sydney  Probert,  aged  76,  was  inoculated  at  the  age 
of  about  15  years,  at  Ludlow,  in  Shropfliire,  by  Mr. 
Cole,  Surgeon  of  that  place,  whose  fon  now  fuccecd? 
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him.  She  took  the  difeafe,  fevered,  with  an  ernptlori,’ 
to  the  fatisfaction  of  Mr.  Cole.  The  following  year 
flie  came  to  London,  lived  in  fervice,  and  expofed  her-*, 
ielf  without  caution,  and  without  inconvenience,  to 
the  Small-pox.  She  married,  and  kept  the  George  at 
Enfield,  where  Hie  nurfed  feven  children  of  her  own 
with  Small-pox,  without  catching  it. 

About  twenty-fix  years  ago  (lie  was  feized  with 
fever,  which  in  the  end  proved  Small-pox,  and  so 
violent,  that  fho  is  more  feamed  and  fcarred  with  the 
difeafe,  than  is  ufually  met  with  in  the  word  cafes  of 
that  dreadful  diftemper. 

No.  IV. 

The  following  cafes  are  annexed  to  {hew  the  un- 
certainty of  Vaccination  when  the  conftitution  is 
under  any  other  difeafe.  The  children  had  probably 
the  Itch  at  the  time  they  were  vaccinated  ; and  as  the 
furgeon  never  vifited  after  he  had  inoculated  themy 
he  never  knew  whether  they  took  the  Cow-pox  or  not ; 
moreover,  the  hiftory  is  written  by  Dr.  Clutterbuck,  a 
gentleman  of  well-known  rcfpectability,  and  as  yet  not 
a warm  advocate  for  Vaccination. 

It  has  been  publicly  Hated  within  thefe  few  days, 
oy  a profrffional  enemy  of  the  Vaccine  Inoculation  *. 


. * Dr.  Mosely. 
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that  at  the  houfe  of  a Mrs.  Mills,  Sleaford -ftreet,  Bat- 
terfea-fields,  (a  nurfe  to  the  poor  children  of  St.  John’s 
parilli,  Weftminfter)  two  children  had  within  the  laft 
ten  days  died  of  Small-pox,  who  had  the  Cow-pox  lad 
fummer ; and  that  three  other  children  were  at  this 
time  ill  of  the  fame  difeafe,  in  a fevere  degree,  who 
alfo  had  Cow-pox  laft  fummer. 

As  this  account  will  probably  be  laid  before  the 
public,  and  is  certainly  calculated  to  make  a ftrong 
impreftion,  I felt  anxious  to  obtain  a more  minute  re- 
lation of  the  particulars,  and  for  this  purpofe  repaired 
with  my  friend  Mr.  Sawrey,  Surgeon  to  the  Houfe, 
on  Saturday  laft,  the  25th  inftant.  The  Nurfe  in- 
formed us,  (Dr.  Clutterbuck  continues  his  account) 
that  nine  children  under  her  care  were  inoculated  for 
the  Cow-pox  laft  fummer,  by  a gentleman,  who  at 
that  time  attended  the  fick  poor  of  the  parifli,  but 
whofe  name  ftie  does  not  now  recollect.  She  fays, 
that  he  never  law  the  children  after  the  inoculation. 
She  thought  at  the  time  that  forne  of  them  took  the 
infection,  others  not:  but  fhe  has  no  diftinct  recol- 
lection of  the  particular  appearances.  Three  qf  thefe 
children  died  of  the  natural  Small-pox  within  the  laft 
ten  days  ; but  fhe  cannot  fay  whether  the  Inoculation 
left  any  marks  on  the  arms ; yet  fhe  fays,  that  ever 
fince,  all  the  children  have  had  breakings-out  to  a 
violent  degree,  which  flic  attributes  to  the  Cow-pox, 
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and  to  the  children  not  having  taken  phyfic  after- 
wards. 

Upon  examining  the  arms  of  the  three  children 
now  under  the  Small-pox,  I w'as  not  able  to  difcover 
any  cicatrices  (fears,  or  marks  from  Inoculation,  which 
continue  through  life).  But  it  mud  be  obferved,  that 
the  arms,  like  the  red  of  the  body,  have  a confiderable 
number  of  pudules  on  them,  though  there  is  fufficient 
room  for  the  fears  to  appear,  if  fituated  in  the  inter- 
dices. In  one  of  them  there  is  fuch  a general  rough- 
nefs  and  fealinefs  of  the  fkin,  that  a cicatrix,  if  prefent, 
would  fcarcely  be  perceived. 

The  remaining  three  children  have  not  taken  the 
Small-pox.  Upon  the  arms  of  all  thefe  vifible  cica- 
trices are  left  by  the  inoculation:  in  two,  as  drongly 
marked  as  ufual ; in  the  third,  very  faintly. 

The  breaking-out  on  thefkin  of  thefe  children,  which 
the  nurfe  refers  to  the  Cow-pox,  is  indubitably  the 
Itch  ; very  didincllv  characterized  between  the  fin- 
gers, and  on  fome  other  parts,  though  in  many  places, 
it  has  degenerated  into  angry,  feabby  pudules,  an 

appearance  not  at  all  unufual  in  the  Itch  in  chil- 

/ 

dren.  The  nurfe  herfelfhas  this  difeafe  in  a great 
degree; 

D 

From  the  above  account  no  inference  can  be 
drawn  again d Vaccination  : on  the  contrary,  imper- 
fect as  it  is,  it  is  rather  in  favour  of  the  practice;  for 
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in  the  three  indances  where  there  is  any  evidence  of 
the  Cow-pox  having  really  taken  place,  (viz.  the  cica- 
trices remaining  on  the  arms)  the  Small-pox  has 
not  occurred ; whilft  in  thofe  that  died,  and  in  the 
other  three  now  ill  of  the  Small-pox,  it  is  at  lead 
doubtful  whether  any  cicatrices  were  left. 

I confefs  that  the  late  failures  have  made  me  fome- 
what  fceptical  as  to  the  permanency  of  the  preventive 
power  of  Vaccination ; and  1 have  taken  pains,  in 
confequence,  to  afcertain  the  foundation  of  many  of 
them.  I need  not  obferve,  for  it  is  notorious,  that  the 
greater  number  of  the  reputed  failures  are  unfounded, 
and  originated  in  fome  miUake,  either  with  regard  to  the 
Cow-pox,  or  to  the  fuppofed  Small- pox  afterwards. 
A few  feem  fcarcely  to  admit  of  doubt ; at  lead  no 
explanation  of  them  has  been  yet  given  that  is  fatif- 
factory  to  my  mind.  In  fome  the  circumdances  have 
been  erroneoufly  reprefented  from  mifinformation,  and 
fo  have  led  to  a conclufion  the  reverfe  of  what  it  ought 
to  have  been.  This  I apprehend  has  been  the  cafe  in 
the  indance  related  above. 

(Signed)  Henry  Clutterbuck. 
St.  Paul’s  Church-yard, 

May  39th,  1805. 
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